2537 Regent St., Apt. 202 
Berkeley, Calif. 94704 
August 17, 1969 

Harold Weisberg 
Route 8 

Frederick, Md. 21701 
Dear Harold, 

lour mailings of 7/31 (2), 8/2, 8/8, and 8/13 received. 

As you may have heard, the price of Xerox copies at the Archives has been 
halved, to 10^/page; still far from the 3//page now standard for commercial 
work in this area, but quite reasonable and long overdue. This removes the 
economic motivation for getting microfilm, except in a few special cases? when 
someone out here wants to study a large file, and will want hard copies of 
only a few pages; when a microfilm copy would be useful for safekeeping or to 
provide a very cheap film copy for others, etc. Unless your friend really 
would like to do this sort of work as a contribution, we probably won't have 
to call on him after we process the one order which I have outstanding. Of 
course, there is still the possibility of printing out the FPCC file, or (the 
other film I have, which I forgot to mention before) Gary’s old microfilm (largely 
nut and Minneapolis files). 

What I find striking in Angel's reply to your 7/21, besides the speed, is 
the very unambiguous statement that the records you asked for are "not included 
in the records of the Commission." In the past, the usual statement (to me and 
Jim) has been roughly that certain records "have not been found in relevant 
files of the Commission" (not even the relevant files!) (e„g. , Evans to me, 5/24/68} 
Bahmer to me, 2 / 7 / 68 ). I would suspect that someone got interested in the 
items you asked for and looked fairly carefully. 

There is an error in the first paragraph of your letter of 7/31 to Rowley. 

The items were obtained by the SS from Dr. Burkley, not vice versa. I agree that 
it is good to make your requests specific and written; I would suggest that you 
provide copies of the relevant documents (such as the receipt cited) and replies 
from other agencies, whenever there is no secrecy about your sources. It is 
possible that they might actually have trouble locating the items without file 
numbers, etc., and they know it would look bad if they were to ask you for such 
information. (In my attempts to get the 5^ Camp pamphlet from the JD, there has 
been a strong tendency for each agency to suggest that another has the material; 

I expect that this would have gone on even more had I not been as specific as 
possible, sending copies of my letters around freely, etc. The only thing I 
kept from them was the reason for my interest- the omission of the 5^ Camp address 
from Quigley’s report- and I still don’t know if they understand why I am so 
persistent on this item. 

It is odd that the autopsy material (CD 371) has such a high CD number. The 
185-page list gives the date 2/7/64, the same as the date of CD 372, also SS. The 
GA-l-SS file includes no cover letter for either, but does include an acknowledgement 
for the latter only. We should check both these CD's for cover letters, 

I don’t know if I have anything that could help in connection with Bud's 
efforts on your behalf, but it is possible, and I would be glad to help at an 
appropriate time. 

Needless to say, I would like a copy of Frazier’s N.O. testimony. John knows 
that I can make copies easily and cheaply here, including copies for others, if 
he so wishes. 

Your 8/2s I do have CD 206, pp, 216-8, and CD 152, p. 51 , on Lawrence.. . I 
believe I did send the ONI-related pages (mentioned in my letter”^? Rennar) long 
ago, I sent Rennar my old CD list, plus FBI list B (withheld pages) (which I 
think is still current), plus the list reeq^ptly provided (4/8/69) by the Archives 
of entire CD's withheld. (I am sure I sent this to you and Gary.) I will press the 
Archives, as you have done, on keeping us up-to-date on material that is made 
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available, even if we have not ordered it.... I don’t know if there is a print 
of the Powell picture available; Gary might. The Federal Register list of 
Exhibits does not include any K series.... All I know about Schoenman is an 
unflattering article some time ago in either Ramparts or the Sunday Times mag. (r# ) 

Your 8/3 on Powell; I don't have CD 206, p. 18 or CD 35^ (SS 1009 7 * and 
would appreciate a copy, if convenient. Although CD 206, p. 18 is dated 1/2/64, 
it refers to an interview on 12/31, so I don ' t think the appearance of the latter 
date on CD 329s p. 58 means there is any (missing) earlier material of significance. 
I certainly would like to know what other pictures Powell took, what he was doing 
in the area, what his report (if any) to the Army said, etc. 

Would you care to clarify Braden/Bradley in Rothermel's letter of 8/8 to you? 

Thanks for the 27 pages of the Finck transcript, which I have copied and 
am returning. I assume that these are all the pages Garrison sent Gary. I would 
like to see the whole thing eventually; it might be worthwhile having someone 
type it up single-spaced so we could make cheap copies (maybe for all of Bud’s 
mailing list). I am curious whether the pages following 118 correspond to Lane's 
description of this part of the testimony. 

Enclosures (Gary also except as noted); JNS on "American Colony" in Cuba, 

JNS's check of records on Esquivel, etc. (HW only); contents of the ONI, CIA, and 
SS files (2SSE3 order whatever you want from them); Finck testimony (HW). 

I assume you have seen the Rogers article in the current Look . Also, the 
Phelan interview of Shaw in the current Penthouse , a new Playboy- type (hetero) 
skin mag. (I can Xerox the latter for you - 5 PP») 


Sincerely. 

Al 


cc; GRS 



